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This online Appendix presents robustness checks against omitted variable bias, model dependence, and influential observations that cannot be reported in the Robustness Checks section of the article due to the space limit. In essence, the main point of this online Appendix is that the article's main findings about human rights INGOs in Model 1 in Table 2 (that is, NETWORK DENSITY and SHAMING) remain robust statistically and substantively, as seen in Tables   A2, A3 , and A4 below.
Robustness Checks against Omitted Variable Bias
In Models 1 to 4 in Table A2 , I estimate four additional expanded specification models to ensure that the main findings about human rights INGOs are robust against omitted variable bias. First, Model 1 controls for the difference between developed versus developing countries because international donors-developed countries and IOs-may cow developing countries into NHRI adoption by imposing human rights conditionality. Table A1 reports the hypotheses and summary statistics for all additional control variables. Table A2 presents the statistical results of robustness checks against omitted variable bias.
<TABLE A1> <TABLE A2>
In short, while none of those control variables is statistically significant, the main findings about NETWORK DENSITY and SHAMING remain unchanged in all models in Table A2 with the inclusion of the additional control variables.
Robustness Checks against Model Dependence
In Models 1 and 2 in 
Robustness Checks against Influential Observations
In Models 1 and 2 in 14 Hertz-Piccioto and Rockhill 1997. 15 As previously explained, the global data set still includes six OECD countries. 16 As previously explained, the global data set contains nine of Lijphart's thirty old democracies.
<TABLE A4>
In brief, the main findings about human rights INGOs remain consistent across the global, the non-OECD, and the non-old-democracy data sets.
In conclusion, in all models in Tables A2, A3 , and A4, the coefficients of NETWORK DENSITY and SHAMING all remain positive and highly statistically significant. Thus, the main results for human rights INGOs are robust against omitted variable bias, model dependence, and influential observations. 
